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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

1. Claim 1 5 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
At claim 1 3, line 2 " that " should be deleted. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the "scanner angle in 
the imaging conditions is displayed in a parallelepiped configuration formed by tilting 
parallel at least one of two pairs of side constituting the rectangular frame in the first 
display device and in the second display device, and is set as the tilt angle of the 
parallelepiped configuration at least one of the first display device and the second 
display device" in claim 12, must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). 
No new matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
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consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. With regard to claim 12, it is unclear what Applicant intends to 
set forth. 

5. Claim 10, line 2 recites the limitation "the operating devices." 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

7. Claims 1-2,4-6,8-11 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Nemoto et al (Patent 4642621). 

8. Re claims 1 ,2 and 4: Nemoto et al teach a medical image diagnosis apparatus 
which images a subject by forming an image of the whole of a portion of a subject, sets 
imaging conditions by displaying the imaging conditions on the whole image, and 
images the subject portion by forming a tomographic image of the subject portion under 
the imaging conditions (See Col. 2, line 28-62) the medical image diagnosis apparatus 
comprising: a first display device (See Fig. 7,100) capable of displaying the whole 
image and the imaging conditions or variably inputting the imaging conditions by 
displaying the whole image and the imaging conditions; a second display device (See 
Fig. 8(a-b),110) of extracting some of the imaging conditions and displaying the 
extracted condition; a display control device (See Col. 3, line 36-46 ) for the first display 
device and the second display device; and an operating device (See Col. 6, line 25-34) 
of variably inputting the imaging conditions displayed in a display image frame on the 
second display device. 

9. Re claims 5,8 and 9:Nemoto et al teach a medical image diagnosis apparatus 
wherein display devices for the first dispiay device and the second display device are 
provided separately from each other and at least one of the imaging conditions for 
imaging varies among the imaging sequences (See Fig. 7,100 and Fig. 8(a-b),110)). 
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10. Re claims 10,11 and 13:Nemoto et al teach a medical image diagnosis 
apparatus wherein the number of instances of image reconstruction and the image 
reconstruction positions in the imaging conditions are indicated by lines provided in the 
rectangular frame and dividing the rectangular frame by extending parallel to sides of 
the rectangular frame, and are set in at least one of the first display device and the 
second display device(Fig. 8(a-b)). 

Further Re claim 13, Nemoto et al medical image diagnosis apparatus is capable of , 
coping the division lines and moving the mark from the first display device to the second 
display device or between the first display device and the second display device in an 
identical, similar or analogous form. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nemoto 
et al in view of Iwamoto et al (Patent 6627871 ). 

13. Re claim 12: Nemoto et al disclose a medical image diagnosis apparatus where 
plurality screens are used to display an imaging position, imaging area, imaging 
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reconstruction and a scanner angle but does not expressly disclose the imaging 
information is display in a parallelepiped configuration. 

14. Iwamoto et al disclose a displaying apparatus where the information is display in 
a parallelepiped configuration. (See Col. 4, Line 56-59 and Col. 8, Line 7-15). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made to modify the imaging displaying apparatus similar to that of 
Nemoto et al to be configured to display information in a parallelepiped manner similar 
to that of Iwamoto et al in order to display images in parallelepiped forms. 

15. Applicant has not disclosed that "the scanner angle in the imaging conditions is 
displayed in a parallelepiped configuration formed by tilting parallel at least one of two 
pairs of side constituting the rectangular frame in the first display device and in the 
second display device, and is set as the tilt angle of the parallelepiped configuration at 
least one of the first display device and the second display device" provides an 
advantage, is used for a particular purpose, or solves a stated problem. One of ordinary 
skill in the art, furthermore, would have expected the plurality of displays of Nemoto et 
al, and applicant's invention, to perform equally well with or without a parallelepiped 
configuration display, would perform or yield the same function of displaying an image 
on the screen. 

Therefore, it would have been prima facie obvious to modify Nemoto et al to 
obtain the same apparatus as specified in claim 12 because such a modification would 
have been considered a mere design consideration which fails to patentably distinguish 
over the prior art of Nemoto et al. 
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16. Claims 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Nemoto et al in view of Matsui (Patent 6215479). 

17. Re claims 14 and 15: Nemoto et al disclose a medical image diagnosis 
apparatus where plurality of screens are used to display a medical imaging information 
but does not expressly disclose the display apparatus comprises a touch panel and the 
operating device comprises a pointer. 

18. Matsui disclose a display apparatus comprises a touch panel and the operating 
device comprises a pointer. (See Figures 1(a-b), 3, 4(a-b), and 7(a-c) and Col. 19, 
Line 33-36). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made to modify the imaging displaying apparatus similar to that of 
Nemoto et al wherein the medical image diagnosis apparatus comprises a touch panel 
and the operating device comprises a pointer similar to that of Matsui in order to display 
and receive information on the same screen wherein allowing the display to be used as 
input device. Also,the pointer is used to assit the medical examiner to move any desire 
location on the screeen during examination procedure (See Figures 1(a-b),3,4(a-b) and 
7(a-c)) 

19. Claims 3 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nemoto et al in view of Ryals et al (Patent 5803914). 

20. Re claims 3 and 7: Nemoto et al disclose a medical image diagnosis apparatus 
where plurality of screens are used to display a medical imaging information but does 
not expressly disclose the medical image diagnosis apparatus information on the screen 
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includes imaging sequence ordinal numbers for setting the imaging conditions with 
respect to each of a plurality of imaging sequences and the desired order of execution 
of the plurality of imaging sequences is designated by inputting numeric values. 

21 . ' Ryals et al disclose a medical image diagnosis apparatus wherein the 
information on the screen includes imaging sequence ordinal numbers for setting the 
imaging conditions with respect to each of a plurality of imaging sequences and the 
desired order of execution of the plurality of imaging sequences is designated by 
inputting numeric values. (See Figures 3,6,7,8,10,11,12, 16 and Col. 35, Line 43-65). 

22. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made to modify the imaging displaying apparatus similar to that of 
Nemoto et al wherein the information on the screen includes imaging sequence ordinal 
numbers for setting the imaging conditions with respect to each of a plurality of imaging 
sequences and the desired order of execution of the plurality of imaging sequences is 
designated by inputting numeric values similar to that of Ryals et al so that sequences 
of displayed images can be tracked during reconstruction and positioning of acquired 
images on the display. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Rubbert et al (Patent 6632089) disclose a plurality of displays comprising operative 
functions which allows the medical examiner to copy, paste, and zoom information on 
the screens during medical procedure. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lawrence N. Laryea whose telephone number is 571- 

272- 9060. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30 a.m. -5:30 p.m. EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eleni Mantis-Mercader can be reached on 571-272-4740. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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